
Of all th .- many cozy** relationships the F.jI lias always had with the press - 
while usually with cons .rvatives raging to reactionaries but not cxclusing liberals - 
tae records of which 1 liave separate copies readily at hand are fullest with regard 
to B eremiah O'Leary. 

Did you know that, speaking of liberals, korris Ernst liad been Dover's personal 
lawyer in 3ome mutter or matters until it served Dover's purpose to cut him dead? 

The very day of the assassination of JFK assistant to the Director Belmont, who 
was supposedly in cliarge of investigations, liad enouglif tine to plione the Dallas 
SAC and to tell him that O'Leary was en route, would be in contact with Shanklin, 
and "is a close friend of the Bureau." Tliat told Slianklin ;ill he had to know, ^‘liis 
is one of the very earliest in the massive Dallas 01 assassination file, serial 24. 

I call you attention to the not s. The instruction is not to index. Jt is to 
"make cards." The stamped form has provision for inde:dng directions. Ordinarily 
the FBI can retrieve what it needs from its indices. I tlierufore believe tliat those 
special cards are a kind of special tiddler, in the broad sense political in nature. 

Jt also is possible tliat tlicy were for the special index, outside the regular 
indices and preserved outsJd.de it, tliat the FJ1 has in special cases, idierc it wants 
to know what it may h ve let others know. It liad such a special JHC assassination 
index in J alias, but tliat special index was limited to the files sent to Washington 
for possible forwarding to the Commission. It does not include, for example, the 
Dallas police, except for entriep incidental in other records, yot there was an 
enormous amount with the Dallas police. But tliat did not go to the Comroission. So, 
if the FBI T , /anted to know what it liad let the Coil ± onion know, it liad this special 
index. There was also one iu the king case tliat I did not get. In Dallas it wa3 40 
linear feet of cards, more th.ui tieo jammed file cabinets of noxores. 

Serial 716 reflects tliat in all that intensity of activity, Assistant Director 
l>e Loach would not be too busy to take a call from C' Leary, in Dallas, if O'Leary 
asked for any info Dallas had not released. 

Serial 76 or 760 of the Ruby Dallas file, 44-K34, reflects tliat Full® sent Jf alias , 
which pi*e pared v/hat was forwarded to the Commission, except for srecial things, like 
GDI, the FbI's five-volume report to the -^resident (fifth is Ruby), it memorandum 
and a copy of an article on Ruby by O'Leary, Who would liava liad great difficulty 
getting any significant iiifo other tluui from the FJL . But not in Dallas. 

105-02355 HR 3/4/64, DeLoach to ^ohr, reports O'L ary as a stoolpitigeon on a 
former colleague, someth!: ig lie knew would endear him to tlu; FBI. Hoover loved it. 

Bo much tliat ho added n note to '’give O' Leary the release on Oswald U Ruby not being 

in FBI." ( T ./liich waajt not literally true of Ruby, who'd boon a PCI.) Hoover wa.> too 

gu lio I for the cooler heads, so Doke wrote ^ohr again, urging tliat they not ignore 
their other friends who would get wider distribution, AP mwl UPI. Hoover OKed bpt 
told then to chock with DJ info office. 

The short release is, as I state above, untrutliful because ijrfby was a PCI. 

And while that was withheld from the Comiiiisoion and the public, I doubt very much 
that anyone in the FBI would have dareJ, keep hoover in the dark. 

As you probably knovz, FBUBW ap reval is required for the field offices to try 
out and then formalize relationships with informers. But they nonetheless are 
informers during their probationary period of about six months usually. 

Thu O'Leary story of five days before the FBI's report, CD1 , reached the 

could hnv~ liad only the Fnl as its source. At that very time the PbI v/as 

both leaking heavily and denying tliat it had leaked anytliing and was going through 

the motions of investigating the alleged source (s) of the leaks. Tliat very day tlie 
Deputy aG, lt r icholo;> lkitzenbach, told i;Ac Warren Couiission in executive session tliat 
wliilo the FBI ueniod tin; leaking and Was claiming to investigate them, nobody else 






coulu ha Vi; clono the 1- aiding. Obviously, tho content of the 0* Leary story had to come 
from the Ffl because it had not yet distributed any copies of its report* 

I 1 vo not been able to resolve in my own mind whether the kind of note* Hoover 
appended, hero and so often, was self-serving, pret^nidinj he liad no lcnouledge at 1 
of tho leaking, or if lie was really kept in tli dark \in liia Inter years) by tliose 
closest to liia and in day— to— -ay control* (a r port or friend who was tho recipient 
of these ^ FBI le.ks believes tliat ^over then knew. I don't know and haven't been 
able to make up my q\:h mind*) 

'fliis loaiduig boned the Warren Commission in, ’for your information, as thoy let 
down their liair in executive session l/2l/64 anil told themselves* The leaks served 
to limit wkut tho C&naission could and could not do and formulated the national and 
intornational mind* If you were to examine CI)1 you’d see that it is not on the 
assassination at all but is a diatribe against Oswald. It does not even include all 
the known wounds JFH sustained and lias only two 3 on tenses on tho assassination 
itself* I’ll try to remember to locate and send wliut the reaction was when the then 
general couiisel of DoB demurred and found tlie report thin an 1 inadequate , later when 
he got a copy. 

J eLoach et al liad their way in tho end because tliey arranged tlie release for 
after the Star liad gone to press. (Afternoon paperO But just in time for the AP 
and UP) wire to be included in tlio ovenin^ TV newscasts ( Serial 2466) 

Hoover reacted strongly to ‘tlie mile, criticism of tho FBI iu the; Uarren Report* 

Tho F_I immediately leaked wliat could embarrass th.. Commission to the Star, 
exclusively. Here *H>ovor wrote a thank-you letter to O'Leary IO/2/64. (The He port 
was released 9/27) 

Serial 51 pp, 10>Li/o4, is .lie beginning; of what I irrowu you about earlier, that 
tho FBI got tlio Balias police ciiicf to grovel an’ then after ho did, broke off all 
relations, even training# ^oLoach moved immedi^telg, witliout regard to tlie truth of 
what Chief Curry had said, and got tlie B^ias gg c to get the police chief to apologize, 
which he had done, llow beir in mind tJiat they all knew that Curry liad been truthful, 
but that his truth was hurtful to the Pj*. So, in addition to liaving Curry apologise 
tliey tapped tlieir AP , JFI and O'Leary sources, 0'Z.cary alone as an individual reporter 
Ihis paper reached tlie Congress, among others), ail intended to bo:: Curry in (see p.2) 

With wliat the BoLoaoh nemo siiells out, note carefull thg FBI's language in the 
attached proposed release -which really says the opposite, ( raf 2) 

of-1 090^0-4264, O'Lj ry gave the FJ_ an J?lvc. jico copy of Leo Sauvoge's book, then 
wrote his own book review. Of which Hoover notec, "Very well done by O'Leary." 

Before I forget, I've not heard aaytliing further in re ponse to my efforts to 

get a copy of th » ^arl Colz story in the Dallas horniiig Hews re hoover brooking off 

all relations and tlie indications in my file i\ra that I aont him the only set of 

duplicates I kid when my copier wasn't working, ho, I suggest that you'll get at least 
the ui . nl n u m il you a.k the Librarian, at the horning Hows for a copy from his morgue* 
Gary Mack was to send me a copy but he hasn't* He is a fjrfrend of Cols' and lias a 
.small newsletter. ^ 

The 196q record relate to O' L ary' 3 services to the FBI and it3 to him when Br. 
K^ng was assassinated. 4^1 — 1 is the FhlHo main file codenamed hUHiZH. By tlio time 
this v/as disclosed to me tho FBI whs hiding till loads to the more sensitive BeLoach 94 
files thus the obliteration of where the original is filed. Under ^eLoach T 0 u Bishop 
was a chc£f leaker, includin' ; in the JFTC case. I tliink but _'n not no w cure tliat he 
was an assistant director* i/Jere (5/f/68, 5/9) tho proposal goe3 upward, to help 
O'Leary with an article for the ^eaders Bigest on Jones Lm-i Hay. Tlie proposal jegins 
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by puffing itself, the Digest mad O'Leary up* Vo Ison re eo: amended against it and 
Hoover concurred* Bishop noted that DeLoach tol. the -Digest "that no cooperation 
can bo furnished." Ditto for O'L.ary* I can iioagine uhat ^#Lo,.oh really told O'Leary 
from Bishop's 5/i3 to him, reporting that O'Leary v/as doing a puff story on the FBI 
which emphasized its alleged secrecy mid making of only tlirec r»; leases and would 
include only information O'Lmry himself liau dug up "from an assiduous study of 
newspaper and other news accounts from all over the country*" ( lhcture of O'Leary 
with taped coverage of all the radio mid TV stations!) Bishop v/as careful to note 
that they had given O'Leary only what was in th dr tliroo formal releases* I'm also 
includi.t.j the FBI's abstract on idiis* 

After the passing of a little time ;md 0 ' Leary 1 s pa e-one story in the Star was 
out J ones renewed the proposal, Serial 5077* Tills is followed by emphasis on O' Leroy'S 
allegedly groat original work and research and "hi3 strong background on tliis case*" 
So, Jones recoirionds that they gdve O'Leary the sene cooperation they did in an 
earlier digest piece on the ten most-wanted fugitives* Bishop wa 3 careful to go on 
record against tlii3 (having already done it), "Ho, wo /an' t play favototes..." But 
Hoover noted, "OK." , 

A* 



What tliis ne::t page, separated in my file of duplicate - from sk-f first yoage, 
has Jones reporting to Bishop is tliat they have revised O' LuaryJms. Acid tliat it be 
returned to DaLoaoh for him to give it (called "returned 1 !/ to the Digest's Washington 
office. Bisliop remains careful to note having sore questions still* 

The page marked 235 iS the DJ Office of Professional Responsibility ugh! ) summary 
of section a m 47 of the mlTHidl; file. It states tliat Loovei* approved tliat O'Leary 
be "oncouruged to do a story, using public information mid with Bureau approval of the 
manuscript*" Next is the first page of the story, from tliu FnI's copy, an it appeared 
in the Digest* Clearly FBI puffery* 

The effect of this story on Hay and subsequent history i3 in the FBI's copy of 
Hoy's letter to the judge after it appeared* Note tliat tliis copy was before the post- 
marking, rt.ll Hay's mail was into cepted and Copied, oven though the judge had ordered 
that tliis could not bo done, e:: :ept that his mail could be Scanned to see tliat there was 
no escape plan* Hay tells the judge tliat if ouch projudici:tl publicity "dont stop I 
mi to as well waive the trial and come over and get sentenced*" And that is what 
ultimately happened* To tliis day there lias not been any trial and he has tried since 
to get one* The interception v/as by the sheriff, who delivered the interceptions to 

uhe DA, whore the copying was done and distribution began* 

% 

Some of these records were in the JFK files, :md when they were disclosed O'Leary 
was seriously embarrassed bee: .use; Ills peers detected immediately tliat lie had agreed 
to prior censorship* He claimed not to h .vo agreed to pre^publisliing editing privileges 
for the FBI but uidi*~t deny it because "they gave nc most of thu- inf ormation*" ^ s Ray 
had recognized, nothing else v/as possible* 

TlieflfHay did, he claimed under coercion, and tliat is obvious, enter a guilty 
plea, through Percy Foreman* He feared Foreman would tftnjo the case before a jur$, so 
as soon as be got to tho jail to which he wa transferred he i.Tote the judge with- 
drawing liis plea* But the day afte • he entered his plead, Serial 5654fDeLoach v/as 
urging T 0 lson that tliey get a IWfcSh. "friendly, capable author of the Header's Digest, 
and proege^ v/ith a book on tliis case," Tolson asked "Dho do you suggest" and someone 
a ded the m to whom* j&Si DeLoacli was considering the Digest or ^erold Frank, and 
they liked him* Hoover gave his OK. 

Jones reported p/20/6 c J tliat the Digest v/as consider! having JiLi Bishop do 
a bool:, but Hoover b lioved they sIiollLI wait and see wliat moves Hay makes to open liis 
case. By then Hay's letter(s) to the judge had been published. As I'm sure I told you 

earlier, they then did not work with the Digest *nd Bishop on a book and that the 
reports tho FBI wanted polished were leaked to Frank by the i*euphis prosecutor, to 









